APPENDIX	139
they ap(>ear to have blundered, and after they had declared in answer
to a question from Shahu, that the whole of the ceremonial was
finished, the Raja inquired whether their book did not contain any
direction about the breaking of the Svami's skull with a conch-shell—
which he had heard was the proper thing to do in the case of a
Sanyasi. The Brahmans replied that there was a direction to that
effect in their book, but that they had overlooked it through inadver-
tence, and they were thereupon taken up roundly by the Raja for
their ignorance and carelessness. I have said before, that this was,
perhaps, a case of more excusable ignorance than was betrayed by
the Brahmans concerned in the death-ceremonies of Parashuram Bhau
Patvardlian* These latter ceremonies are every-day ceremonies, which,
one would suppose, ought to be familiarly known to all priestly Brah*
mans. Those in connection with the death of a Sanyasi, on the other
hand, might well be unfamiliar, as being only of rare occurrence. Still,
the ignorance betrayed even on this latter occasion is remarkable,
especially when one has regard to the place and the time wfaate the
event occurred. It cannot be, that the ignorance was due to there being
no demand for that sort of learning in which the mea were found
deficient. That is a condition of things, of which some sort of indi-
cation is, perhaps, beginning to be visible in some parts of the country
at the present day. But its existence in the old days to which these
events carry us back is not to be assumed.115 However, whatever may
be the true explanation, the facts themselves are worthy of note,11*
In connection with these incidents relating to funeral ceremonies,
may be noticed one which is stated to have occurred on the death of
"*I do net think that much weight can be attached, from the point of
view from which the above various incidents have been collected to the
attack made by one of the Patvardhan chiefs namely Konherpant on the
Matha of the Shankaracharya Svami of Sankesvar; (as to this see V. J.
Vistara, Vol. XX, p. 118,; I presume it is the same incident that is referred
to by Forbes at Oriental Memoirs, Vol. n, p. 134, thought it is Parashuram
Bhau that is named there); nor to the plundering raid which seems to have
once gone against the priests of Kavagaum (see Letters, &xx (K.Z. Sangraha),
p. 26); nor to that which went against Jayaram Svami's Vadgaum (see Letters
&c. (S.K.I. Sangraha, p. 188;) nor to the people at large making use of
English medicines (see Forrest's' Selections p. 550. Forbes's Oriental Memoirs,
Vol. Ill, p. 431, and compare Bhonsle Letters Ac. (K,L Sangraha) p. 79;
Holkar's Kaifiyat p. 128); nor, perhaps, to the fact, mentioned by Travenier,
that some classes of people who would not touch one another under ordinary
circumstances, did not scruple to do so in war (see Travemier VoL I, pp,
245, 254, and compare Forbes's Oriental Memoirs, VoL I, p. 231, wiiere fie
complains of the wretched accommodation he and his party got oa one occasion,
though under the protection of Raghoba Dada's escort, in consequnce of
the Hindus* fear of contamination'). Still these facts are not altogether without
interest in. this connection. I have not seen any original Indian authority
about the Sankesvar incident There is a further reference to it, and explana-
tion of it, at V. J. Vistara, VoL XXI, p. 285. And see too Malcolm's Cenfcrpl
India, VoL I, pp. 148, 224,
"*With the above instances of the ignorance of Bhilcshuks, must be
coupled the instances of the laxity, of pandits and Shastris betrayed on the
occasion of Shrvafi's thread ceremony (as stated in the authorities referred to
u* notes 59, 72, 75, supra, and the remarks in the text to which they are
attached) and on the occasion of the adoption of Chimnaji Appa b^y the widow

